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Cover: Mary Lou Goertzen, “Words Spoken 
by Margaret Bacon” 


On Creating a Climate of Loving Concern 
and Understanding for Gay and Lesbian 
Friends Within Our Meetings 


In 1972 Friends in Pacific Yearly Meeting united 
on the following minutes: 


**1972—29 Now more aware of the socially 
inflicted suffering of people who love others of 
the same sex, we affirm the power and joy of 
non-exploitive, loving relationships. As a Society 
and as individuals we oppose arbitrary social, 
economic, or legal abridgement of the right to 
share this love.” : 

““1972—30 We approve the request of 
Ministry and Oversight Committee to establish 
an ad hoc subcommittee, chaired by a member 
of Ministry and Oversight, to develop a working 
paper to assist Meetings to understand the needs 
and problems of homosexuals in the Society.” 


“The Working Paper on Homosexuality” from 
PYM Ministry and Oversight Committee was pub- 
lished by them in April, 1975. It contains infor- 
mation on gay lifestyles, membership of gay per- 
sons in Meetings, how Meetings can assist and care 
for gay and lesbian members, advice on homophile 
marriages, and a section on “Christian Culture and 
Homosexuality,” as well as a summary and sugges- 
ted readings. 

North Pacific Yearly Meeting has circulated for 
discussion among its Meetings in 1980-1981 queries 
regarding Friends’ attitudes toward and understand- 
ing of gay and lesbian persons in their midst. 

Intermountain Yearly Meeting in its annual 
sessions, June, 1981, minuted their support of 
lesbian and gay concerns, urging Meetings to create 
a climate of loving concern and understanding on 
this issue. 

Thus we see a progression in Friends’ awareness 
this past decade of the problems and concerns of 
homosexual Friends. Margaret Bacon, in her ad- 
dresses to NPYM and IMYM, mentioned the need 
for Friends to work on this frontier of understand- 
ing. In this spirit, then, Friends Bulletin shares 
with its readers in this issue a dialogue with two 
young women, a member and an active attender 
of University Meeting, who have celebrated their 
commitment to each other under the care of their 
Meeting this past November. Margaret Sorrel is a 
physician who grew up among Friends in a Quaker 
family in Pacific Yearly Meeting, attending Friends 
schools. Her membership in the Religious Society 
is a primary commitment. Dorsey Green, her part- 
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ner, is a practicing therapist who graduated with 
her doctorate in psychology from the University 
of Washington last June. Dorsey has been a faith- 
ful attender participating in the life of University 
Meeting the past four years. On September 19, 
1981, Margaret and Dorsey welcomed Ethan Cole 
Sorrel who was born at their home in Seattle. 
Margaret and Dorsey are living their truth with 
sincerity and integrity, supported by their families, 
their Meeting, and their friends. 


Shirley Ruth 


Margaret Sorrel holding Ethan Cole Sorrel and | 
Dorsey Green, University Meeting P 


be 


Toward a Broader Understanding of Love and the Family 


Dialogue with Margaret Sorrel, Dorsey Green and Shirley Ruth 
North Pacific Yearly Meeting, July 18, 1981 


Shirley: Margaret, | want to explore with you the topic of your interest group on Gay and Lesbian Con- 
cerns, since I feel that readers of Friends Bulletin would like to know more about this particular concern 


which we need to understand better. 
ecco (Continued on page 92) 
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(Dialogue: Cont. from page 91) 


Margaret: There have been gay and lesbian people in Friends Meetings for years who have felt isolated 
and alienated from one of their primary communities of support, because they have not felt comfortable 
in being open about their sexual orientation. The fact of that isolation has meant that we, as lesbians 
and gay people, have not shared ourselves as fully and openly as we could have with our Meetings, and 
have not formed the full and deep relations in the Meeting which we might otherwise have done. We 

felt unable to be open, because the fear of rejection has been so acute as to leave us unable to move. 


Shirley: Then how long has it been that you and other lesbian and gay Friends have been meeting at 
North Pacific Yearly Meeting to discuss these issues and to plan communicating them to the larger group 
of Friends? 


Margaret: At NPYM the first organized group of gay and lesbian persons met last year in the 1980 
sessions when Jim Whittier and I facilitated a group on ““Gay Concerns and Quaker Response.” Out of 
this group came a list of concerns and queries which has been used in other Meetings as a basis for dis- 
cussion. Since that time there has been much more activity in our home Meeting, University. Dorsey 

led a group in January on the topic of gay concerns which was very well attended and useful, I thought, 
as a beginning. It was certainly true that three years ago in University Meeting one rarely heard the word, 
“gay.” There were lots of gay people who appeared to come and go on various Sundays, but very few 
stayed around. We now have an active gay support group which meets every month for potluck and dis- 
cussion, and there has been a lot of activity generated in Meeting around gay concerns. 


Shirley: That seems to be a hopeful and productive direction which University Meeting has taken. 


Margaret: | think so. Of course, as a lesbian person myself, having experienced many years of alienation 
and oppression in the society at large, | would like everything to turn over at once and have the Quaker 
community be what it should be without oppression from homophobia. But I am also aware that it 
took Quakers many long years to let go of their slaves even though it was clear to them that slavery was 
a bad institution. Quakers may now realize that homophobia, and restrictions of normal civil rights and 
inhumane treatment are bad for gay people, but it may take a while before we, as individual Friends, 
lose our homophobia. 


Shirley: \'d like to ask you, Dorsey, what kinds of topics you explored in the group you facilitated at 
University Meeting to which Margaret referred earlier? 


Dorsey: 1 took the queries which had been written at Yearly Meeting last year and the list of concerns 
and used some of them as triggers for discussion. Before the discussion I did a fifteen minute overview 
of the kinds of oppression and harrassments which gay and lesbian people have been subjected to. For 
instance, I said that in the Holocaust millions of Jews were systematically sought out and killed, but the 
fact that thousands of gay people had also been sought out and killed is less well known. Every time 
there has been any major purging of populations, gay people have been thrown in for good measure. 
This was true when witches were burned in the Middle Ages. Lesbians and gay men were also burned. 
(That’s where the term, “faggot,” originated, as a matter of fact, since bundles of faggots were tossed 
on the fire.) I began an educational process, because at least half the group was not gay. 


Shirley: Do you remember which queries you explored? 


Dorsey: 1 think one of them was, “How do we as individuals and as a Meeting respond to members who 
have strong convictions against homosexuality?” Another one that I brought up under concerns was how 
much harder it is for gay or lesbian persons to make requests for membership in our Meetings. As we 
focused on the queries, we got into a discussion of individual experiences of being gay in University 
Meeting. One non-gay person asked why we wanted special privileges. My response was that we weren’t 
asking for special privileges but were just trying to catch up! There were two people who quoted the 
Bible saying that homosexuality was not compatible with Christianity . 


Margaret: There is controversy about what’s in the Bible about homosexuality. If one goes back to the 
original Greek, there is a lot of discrepancy in translating the words and several different interpretations 
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of the Sodom and Gomorrah story and other traditional anti-gay stories. However, Jesus said absolute- 
ly nothing about homosexuality. His disciples said some things about homosexuality. There are some 
passages in the Old Testament that might be translated as condemning homosexuality, but Jesus himself 
said not one word about homosexuality. 


Shirley: And he did give some rather explicit instructions about not judging others and about loving one 
another, which reminds me of a book we have in San Francisco Meeting’s library which is titled, Loving 
Men, Loving Women, Gay Liberation and the Church by William Johnson and Sally Gearhart. In this 
book there are very detailed analyses of Biblical texts which have been used traditionally to support homo- 
phobic attitudes. This may be a book which Friends would find useful in informing ourselves about the 
Biblical misinterpretations and distortions. I’d like to go back for a minute to what you said, Dorsey, 
about someone who attended your discussions who had asked why gay persons were asking for “special 
privileges.” I’m not clear about what special privileges he’s referring to. 


Dorsey: In Seattle about five or six years ago an ordinance was passed by the City Council with a stipu- 
lation that certain groups were protected re: jobs and housing, and among them were gays. Two years 
ago there was an initiative which attempted to repeal that ordinance. Jobs and housing are what I believe 
he was referring to as “special privileges.” 


Shirley: How did he understand his own experience as a white male heterosexual? For instance, I 
wonder if he understood that the kind of privileges he enjoys (those of cultural advantages in education, 
jobs, housing, etc.) have not been enjoyed by many Black, Third World, and Indian persons in this coun- 
try. So many of us take our privileges for granted that we don’t know or understand that others are just 
asking for parity and parity is not a privilege! 


Dorsey: \ don’t think he understood this. I don’t know, of course, but he seemed to me to be a searcher, 
and when we responded to him that these were “privileges” we had lost and that redressing them was just 
guaranteeing us what others have, he seemed to think about that. 


Shirley: One of the purposes, I’m sure, for writing the queries last year was your hope that they would 
be widely used for discussions in Meetings. Has this been so? 


Dorsey: Steering Committee reported that Monthly Meetings have had such discussions. We don’t know 
the degree to which this has been done, but I believe such discussion is a seed planted, and that in those 
Meetings with active gay members, it was probably dealt with more thoroughly. 


Shirley: 1 do know that in reading the newsletters that come to my desk, I noted some references to 
such discussions. During Pacific Yearly Meeting’s 1980 sessions, Feminist Queries were written which 
have been used as the basis for discussions by Meetings, sometimes as a retreat topic or at meetings in 
members’ homes. Interestingly, in one such discussion the question was raised whether we should have 
Feminist Queries at all. I found that a very interesting question! One might also ask should we have 
lesbian and gay queries? But looking at the history of the Religious Society, we see how, over the years, 
the focus of concerns has changed. As the focii changed, the Queries changed. The very first Queries 
were concerned with how many had suffered for Truth’s sake and had support been given their families. 
This was the nature of the Queries because of the persecutions, arrests and prison sentences. Since our 
Queries really reflect the lives and testimonies of Friends, I think it is crucial that they are inclusive of 
all our concerns, including the feminist and gay concerns. 


Dorsey: | think what Margaret Bacon said this morning (in her address to NPYM) that the Light doesn’t 
come all at once, it comes gradually, could be applied to the evolution of the Queries. Writing new 
queries helps to further the Light’s progress. That is why we need queries for women, for gays, and for 
Third World people. 


Margaret: I’m looking forward to the day when we don’t need queries for any of these groups, because 
we won’t need to separate ourselves in that way to feel affirmed as human beings. Maybe fifty years 
from now that day will come, but it’s not here now. We no longer need the query about keeping slaves, 
because none of us are keeping slaves. But we still need the queries about feminist concerns with scxist 
language and sexist behavior, and we need gay and lesbian queries about homophobic attitudes and 


(Continued on page 94) 
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(Dialogue: Cont. from page 93) 


behaviors among Friends. I can imagine a very different world in which some of the popular songs com- 
ing over the radio will be songs of love between members of the same sex and some of the ads on T V 
will be ads of the same-sex-households using Cheer detergent, and all those things will give some balance 
in reflecting the diversity of who we are in this society. It’s true that we have come a long way toward 
including ethnic diversity in advertising: some of the breakfast food ads now have little black children 
eating cereal instead of little white children exclusively. But that wasn’t true fifteen years ago. We have 
to wait for the Light to evolve while we work toward further changes. 


Shirley: In what ways do you feel Friends need to enable the Light to come which, perhaps, we’re not 
focusing on enough now? For instance, do you feel satisfied by the description of family life in Faith 
and Practice? 


Dorsey: | think it is limited in its scope, but I know the Discipline is being worked on presently. 
Shirley: In what ways would you suggest changes? 


Dorsey: Vd like to see changes which would reflect what really is as opposed to what people would like 
families to be or the way families used to be. The term, “‘family,” covers a really broad spectrum today: 
it can be a man and a woman with children (or without children), or two women with or without child- 
ren, or two men with or without children, or a single parent... It is people living together who see 
themseives going forward together. I think it’s unrealistic and blind to limit the definition of family to 
its previous narrow spectrum. 


Shirley: Which would be the heterosexual couple, with children, | suppose? 


Dorsey: \ think Faith and Practice as it’s currently written expects that there will be children to make 
up a family. And, clearly, that is happening less frequently. 


Margaret: This is implicit in the questions asked of couples requesting marriage: what are their attitudes 
and plans for having children? The expectation of these questions is that the couple will have children, 
of course. Yet, many persons marrying now have no intention of having children. And yet they still 
consider themselves a family unit and should be considered a family unit. When our marriage request 
came forward before our Meeting, there were people in the Meeting who found it difficult even to con- 
sider the request, because, clearly, this relationship would not include children and would, therefore, 

not be considered a marriage. 


Shirley: Which would be the heterosexual co 
Shirley: What was your response to that? 


Margaret: | found it necessary to tell them that this relationship was on its way to including children, 
but that we didn’t feel that children were necessary as a component of a marriage or a family relationship. 


Shirley: Was your marriage request made to University Meeting? 

Margaret: Yes, it has been, and it’s still under consideration. 

Dorsey: | think one of the queries which sums up your question on how to get others to deal with gay 
issues is “Do we work for lesbian and gay civil rights as a social concern of Friends?”’ And “Do we find 
that it is always gay Friends who first bring gay concerns to us?” That second question is very crucial. 
Blacks woke us up. Women wake us up. Gays wake us up. Now, at least at University Meeting, people 
say, “We don’t have to wait for you to raise questions.” And that’s true. But they didn’t consider that 
until they were asked that query. 


Shirley: In thinking of reviewing and revising Faith and Practice, Margaret, has the gay and lesbian group 
in NPYM created a rewrite of any section, or is it suggesting certain changes? I’m not clear about that. 


Dorsey: We’re asking Discipline Committee to include at least a paragraph about gay and lesbian concerns 
and then to look at each section examining it for sexism, racism, or non-inclusive or homophobic attitudes 
that may or may not be present. 


Margaret: Our hope is that this will insure some reflection of a gay and lesbian lifestyle where it is relevant. 
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Shirley: What are some of the things you would like to see happen in Friends Meetings re: gay and lesbian 
issues? 


Dorsey: | think it is important that Meetings think about the changes needed in the language of the 
Discipline, especially in the section on families. The fact that families are varied groupings should be 
looked at and acknowledged. Such changes would help gay and lesbian persons feel welcomed within 
the Religious Society instead of feeling that they don’t fit because they don’t see themselves reflected in 
the language of the Discipline. Another change I’d like to see happen is the initiation of gay support 
groups within Meetings. We have attended University Meeting for four years and we didn’t see many 

gay people. Four or five months ago when some of us started a gay support group, the number of gay 
persons in Meeting tripled! It’s not a question of new people coming in because there’s now a place for 
gays. These are all people who have been somewhat involved with Friends. But now they know the 
Meeting is a safe place. They don’t have to hide out. I see this as a first step for Meetings. A really 
important next step is for Friends to examine deeply their own attitudes towards lesbian and gay people, 
to take risks challenging manifestations of homophobia in their environment, and to work towards neces- 
sary social changes. Both straight and gay Friends must do this work. Another change needed is for gay 
couples to be treated as couples by others in the Meeting. If one is invited to an occasion which includes 
spouses, the other should also be invited. In this respect we have been hindered by a lack of precise lan- 
guage. Gay and lesbian relationships have been hurt badly by a lack of appropriate terms for each other. 
“Lover” is not accepted by everybody because it implies the purely sexual. “Partner” seems to be the 
most current acceptable term. But “roommate” is certainly inappropriate! Even people who know 
that Margaret and ! have lived together as lesbians for four years still call us “roommates!” I would 

like people to assume that we are a couple and to act accordingly, inviting us for social occasions as a 
couple. I am sure all gay and lesbian couples in Meetings would feel this way. 


Shirley: 1 think many of us may be awkward and inexperienced in accepting couples who are gay and 
in being more aware in a social sense, acknowledging that. This kind of consciousness-raising is going to 
be the only way we can become more sensitive. There is traditionally much support from Meetings for 
families. I hear you saying this support should be broadened to be available to everyone. 


Dorsey: Whatever a Meeting has to offer should be offered to everyone. 


Shirley: Let me ask, Margaret, about the stereotypical thinking you may observe among Friends about 
relationships. Do you think Friends have enough awareness and understanding about gay and lesbian 
relationships? Do some have distorted ideas? 


Margaret: Friends have nearly as many misconceptions about gays as other liberal persons in the general 
population. I’ve seen evidence of that in interest groups we have had here at yearly meeting. People 
believe that gay relationships are not stable, are bar or park pickups which are one night stands which 
don’t amount to anything in terms of being loving, ongoing, caring, non-exploitive relationships. I think 
there are Friends who believe that homosexuals should not teach school, because they would be bad 
role models for their children. There are also Friends who believe supposed “statistics” they’ve heard 
about rape and child molestation and abuse which have been blamed on gays, but which, in fact, hetero- 
sexuals are largely responsible for. We, as Friends, are as prone to hold these stereotypical ideas about 
gay people as many other groups are. Unfortunately, because we’re liberals, because we have healthy 
attitudes around war, peace and some other issues, we tend to hold tight and not own up to the fact 
that we have these misconceptions about gay and lesbian persons. Many are not willing to ask the ques- 
tions which might help them free themselves from these stereotypes. I think this problem is one I, as a 
gay person, have to address so I allow people to start from where they are in their struggle to grow in 
understanding these issues and to change. I need to allow people to ask all the dumb questions they 
need to and to proceed from that place, pleased that they have taken the risk of being able to start at 
that level. But we need to begin with some very basic education. In the interest-discussion group at 
University Meeting which Dorsey has talked about, we became aware of this. When that person asked 
why we wanted “special privileges,” I wanted to wring his neck, but Dorsey responded in a very clear, 
concise and non-judgmental way. We just want to start out on the same two feet that everyone else in 
(Continued on page 96) 
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(Dialogue: Cont. from page 95) 


the world is allowed to start out on, and that’s not asking for special privilege. I'd like to go back to 
what Dorsey was saying about treating us as a couple. There are other couples as well as gay couples 
who are not acknowledged or affirmed. They may be more acknowledged than we are but they still 
don’t get the full and complete affirmation I feel they deserve, and those are heterosexual couples who 
have chosen not to take a marriage license but who have a committed relationship in which they live 
together and plan for the future. Even couples who are married but choose not to use the same name 
frequently are not included in joint invitations to functions, because they are not seen as connected 
committed couples. It’s a hell of a price to pay. 


Shirley: | think part of this is unawareness and not always from malice and that is why it is necessary 
for us to enter into these kinds of discussions, so we may talk about how it feels to be a lesbian or gay 
couple in a Meeting where you are a minority. 


Margaret: | feel willing to start such discussions. I may feel, at times, impatient with people who seem 
to have such limited understanding and are so full of stereotypes which are clearly incorrect that I won- 
der where I should start! Nevertheless, I am willing to work with anyone who is ready to be honest and 
open, is willing to be heard and to hear, and is looking for change and growth. And | don’t care where 
they start, providing those conditions are met. 

This reminds me that I called one of my sisters some time ago to tell her that we are expecting a 
baby, and I was expecting she would have some things to work through about that. She owned as much, 
saying that was true; she wasn’t entirely comfortable about the idea, but in the process of working on her 
feelings, she said she would work over her knitting needles. This said to me that she supported and affirm- 
ed our decision to have a child, and that she would be there to be an aunt to this child in the ways she 
saw fit, and in the process of being that supportive and affirming person she intended to be, she would 
have to work through some of her own problems around it. And my response was: “Anytime you have 
questions you want to ask or things you want to discuss, we’re here.” She’s working. 


Shirley: The fact that you and Dorsey made this decision to expand your family to include a child is, 
I think, moving out to a social frontier which has only in recent years been envisioned. There are many 
gay and lesbian persons who have been in heterosexual marriages and had children, but it’s more unusual 
at this time for lesbian couples to make a decision to have a child. This must have required much con- 
sideration and courage on your part. I would hope that all of us would want to work, as your sister is, 
to be supportive extended families in our Meetings so that when your baby is born, you will feel that 
your Meeting and other Friends will receive it with joy and the desire to nurture this child as we would 
nurture any child in our midst. Unless we are given these opportunities, we will not be challenged to 
develop our greatest capacities for nurturance, love, and acceptance. I know when Micki Graham-Newlin 
and Nancy Springer-Newlin brought their infant daughter to PYM last August, Micki spoke in the closing 
Meeting saying she knew that their child had been welcomed within the Religious Society which is their 
family, and she was assured that their daughter would be nurtured by Friends. I was very moved by that. 

Sometimes I feel as if we could simplify so much if we could really focus in faith that wherever 
love is, God is. That would free us from being judgmental. This is where we need to begin in assessing 
any relationship from outside: what is the quality of this relationship? This is the important question. 
Observing that there is tenderness and nurturance in a relationship, we should want to affirm and support 
it, welcome and nurture it. This is the direction into the future which I see is the only one we can make 
if we are to be truly a Society of Friends, using the word, Friend, in its broadest and most inclusive 
meaning. 

Margaret and Dorsey, this is a special opportunity for you to communicate with Friends. Is there 
anything else which you feel it would be important to add? 


Dorsey: I’ve been sitting here realizing that Margaret and I sound, to a certain extent, quite negative. 
However, when we compare the reception we’ve had from Meeting and Meetings with the reception that 
most gays and lesbians have had in the world outside, there’s virtually no way to compare them. We 
certainly wouldn’t be sitting here talking to most other church magazine editors! And yet what we’ve 
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been saying is that we have extremely high expectations of Friends, and that even though it’s a lot better 
in here than out there, we want in here to be perfect. We don’t want to have to mask who we are and 
put our feelers out as gay people are extremely used to doing. (Black people and all minorities have 
learned how to test the water socially before they put their foot into it. It’s survival instinct.) I expect 
and hope that Meetings will move through the gay issue and come to terms with it, and that within a 

few years, gay persons will not have to test the water anymore among Friends. Then we can move on 
into other areas which need work. And I do appreciate the openness and willingness of most of the 
Quakers I’ve met and that includes their being able to say, “I’m uncomfortable, and | don’t like 


homosexuals.” 


Peace Brigades International 


Some Possibilities for Unarmed Peacekeeping and 
Peacemaking in Central America 


by Daniel Clark, Walla Walla Friends Meeting and 
Secretary, PBI 


An unarmed international brigade could consist 
of as few as twenty volunteers or as many as several 
hundred or more, depending on supporting resources 
and need. 

Volunteers could be responsible for arranging 
their own transportation to the training center, and 
for developing support committees to assist them 
with costs during a six-month tour of duty. Hous- 
ing as well as other contributions for maintenance 
could be sought from churches and families in the 
communities in which the teams were serving. 
Major project costs would be for equipment and 
ongoing administrative expenses. Funding for these 
costs might come from churches, organizational 
and foundation grants, and individual in kind and 
cash contributions. 

After an initial period, should the brigade prove 
its worth, government or international organization 
funding or sponsorship might be available. The 
project could be reviewed after a twelve-month 
period with respect to international sponsorship, 
termination, or continuance. 

Access to the target countries (Honduras and 
Nicaragua) could be sought through working agree- 
ments with their governments. This would not be 
unlikely in the case of Honduras, particularly as 
long as the newly elected civilian government con- 
tinues. The presence of such a brigade should con- 
tribute to the lessening of tensions and thereby 
assist civilian officials in maintaining control of 
the government. Similarly, the Nicaraguan govern- 
ment, with which AFSC maintains useful channels 
of communication, could be expected to welcome 
the presence of international teams in their threat- 


ened border areas as an additional barrier against 
invasion. 

Teams of from three to five volunteers wearing 
distinctive, brightly colored clothing and appropri- 
ate insignias, could be based in central locations 
in potential crisis areas. Such teams could be equip- 
ped with distinctively painted four-wheel drive 
vehicles, walkie talkies, and C.B. radios, as well as 
first aid materials. 

All volunteers would have received training in 
their home areas before travelling to a central train- 
ing area, probably in Costa Rica, and would par- 
ticipate in ongoing training while on duty. All 
participants would be fluent in Spanish, and would 
likely come predominantly from Latin America, 
with a major contingent from the U.S. and Canada, 
and token representation from other continents. 
Training could include nonviolent direct action, 
mediation, first aid, communications and report- 
ing, and manual labor skills. While not involved 
in crisis activities or training, volunteers would 
take part in community service to develop rapport 
with the local community and to build discipline 
and group spirit. 

All volunteers would be unarmed and would be 
committed to the use of wholly nonviolent tactics 
during their service with the brigade. Crisis func- 
tions might include, among other things: 

e an escort service for threatened persons 

e patrolling neighborhoods where violent 
incidents have occurred 

e protecting refugee camps 

e facilitating dialogue between conflicting 
factions 

e a monitoring presence at critical borders. 

Reporting to the media, interested parties includ- 
ing local communities, national governments and 
international bodies could be an important part 
of the brigade’s function, and careful attention 
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would be given to reporting techniques and 
procedures. 

All possibilities for the usefulness of a non- 
violent international presence cannot be seen in 
advance. Unforeseen opportunities for peacemak- 
ing by such teams would arise as events unfold. 
The important thing would be that such teams be 
trained and ready when they are needed, if peace- 
ful dispute resolution is to make a contribution in 
Central America. 

“Friends World Committee for Consultation, 
Section of the Americas, recognizing the ur- 
gent need for alternatives to war and for new 
initiatives in conflict resolution, encourages 
Friends and others to explore the establish- 
ment of unarmed peacekeeping teams, utiliz- 
ing a discipline of nonviolence and able to 
contribute to the peaceful resolution of 
local, regional and international crises.” 

—Annual Meeting, Nov. 21, 1981, 

North Webster, Indiana 

“Friends Coordinating Committee for 
Peace urges the development of nonviolent 
peace brigades to contribute to the peaceful 
resolution of crises at the local, regional and 
international levels. FCCP. . encourages 
Friends and others to participate in this new 
initiative in our crucial movement as a race 
from violent to nonviolent conflict resolu- 
tion.” 

—Annual Meeting, Nov. 16, 1981, 

Washington, D.C. 

Willamette Quarterly Meeting, November 7, 1981, 
in Eugene, OR, endorsed Peace Brigades Interna- 
tional and called on Friends “to consider Peace 
Brigades for their local communities,” and urged 
Friends to support this effort. 

Further information on PBI may be obtained 
from Daniel Clark, P.O. Box 1222, Walla Walla, 
WA 99362. 


Appeal for Funds for the Indian Airlift 


Native American leadership, traditional and 
militant, have started an AIRLIFT to the Black 
Hiils, South Dakota, and to Big Mountain, Arizona, 
where Native People are camped while they demand 
their Treaty land rights to the richest uranium strip 
mining areas in the world. The Indian refusal to 
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permit the development of deadly uranium benefits 
the welfare of all people. Woodburning stoves are 
being airlifted to the camps at the cost of $3,000. 
If you can send a contribution to help defray these 
costs, make your check payable to International 
Indian Treaty Council/Airlift, 330 Ellis St., Suite 
418, San Francisco, CA 94102. (Donations are 
tax-deductible.) 


The Aging Experience 
by Mary Gwynne Schmidt, San Diego Meeting 


In response to the demographics of the group, San 
Diego Friends launched, Tenth Month 1981, quite 
tentatively, a series of group discussions around 
the theme, “Aging: Our Own and That of Others.” 

In this Meeting as in the larger society, there 
are increasing numbers of active older persons and 
also younger persons with a concern for someone 
who is aging. It would have seemed to Friends 
both arrogant and patronizing to talk about the 
problems of “The Aging” since this is a journey 
upon which all are embarked. The theme, 
“Aging: Our Own and That of Others,” has been 
a reminder that the need to examine the roadmap 
is a shared one. In the same way, Friends wished 
to follow the promptings experienced within the 
group: they met once at the suggestion of the 
Clerk and afterwards in response to the feelings of 
the members. 

Friends have been meeting from noon tol p.m. 
on the fourth First Day of each month. Each time 
a theme is set—by a tape, a reading such as Margaret 
Halstead’s ““No Way to Go,” Friends Bulletin, 
November 1975, or a statement—and then Friends 
share feelings, views, and experience, straying a 
bit but remaining roughly within those boundaries. 

Underlying each discussion are two assumptions: 
1) normal aging is not a pathological process and 
2) the impaired aged are entitled not only to our 
protection but also to our respect. With these un- 
derstandings, Friends have been able to discuss 
life and death and care with candor and to toler- 
ate a variety of views and to meet diverse needs. 

Just as San Diego Friends began tentatively, 
they seem likely to let go of these meetings when 
current concerns are superseded by others, 
clinging only to the process of sharing and trust- 
ing in the collective wisdom of the group. 
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Caring for the Violator 
Report from Palomar Meeting 
by Loverne Morris, Palomar Meeting 


Reminded by the Advices that we must care for 
the violator as well as the violated, Palomar Friends 
arranged a meeting with Tom Metzger, grand dragon 
of California Ku Klux Klan and former Congres- 
sional candidate. He and his wife were welcomed 
at a potluck luncheon and meeting in the home of 
our clerk, Arthur Vail. 

The Klansman appeared cordial, intelligent, and 
open to questions. He told of self-education and 
wide reading in history, economics and religion. 

He declared that he has black friends and has 
helped blacks, but he argued that races must be 
kept pure, and that intermarriage results in prog- 
eny inferior to those of pure ethnic stocks. 

Asked to define race, he did not give a defini- 
tive answer. When asked if he believed that racial 
purity could be achieved in this country, he said 
that it might be some day, following disruptions 
to come. 

Metzger asserted that the Klan is Christian and 
that the burning crosses are an act of worship, a 
position incomprehensible to us. 

When asked about incidents of Klan violence, 
he declared that they were exceptional and not 
representative. 

Questioned separately by one member, he ad- 
mitted to having worn arms and Klan robe and 
hood while organizing and leading a Klan parade 
in San Diego County. He said the Communist 
threat made it necessary for him to be armed. 

An anthropologist in our group judged Metzger 
to have been indoctrinated and programmed with 
Klan propaganda, since he seemed sincere. 


Annual Meeting Report of 
William Penn House 


by Franklin Zahn, Claremont Meeting 


As Pacific Yearly Meeting’s representative, I 
attended the annual meeting in November of the 
National Consultative Committee of William Penn 
House in Washington, D.C. The Committee repre- 
sents twenty yearly meetings and nine other types 
of Friends organizations. A main agenda item, | 
found, was discussing how WPH may become 
better known and used by Friends. 


This unique center in the nation’s capital was 
founded during the Vietnam War as “‘a Quaker 
center for strengthening Christian witness for world 
peace and social order.” The four-story building 
has space for both hospitality and seminars. Last 
year there were 44 different events, ranging from 
luncheon meetings to study groups lasting several 
days. Probably best known to West Coast Friends 
is its annual Quaker Leadership Seminar, attended 
by Herbert Foster and myself from PYM and 
reported on elsewhere. 

The program is administered by a Board of 
Friends from four local Meetings. Property is under 
the care of and owned by Friends Meeting of 
Washington. Residential staff consists of Betty 
Lou Riley, Director, Ted Riley, Assistant Director, 
and Evelyn Dane, Cook/Housekeeper. Robert 
Cory, founder, is now Senior Advisor and Program 
Planner. 

For Quakers living east of the Mississippi, WPH 
is an ideal center to bring a few carloads of students 
for an intensive week of education. It houses 16 
and can arrange accommodations for many more 
in the neighborhood. The staff sets up meetings 
with government officials, “cause” lobbyists (such 
as FCNL staff), U.N. representatives in the capitol, 
etc. But for West Coast Quakers it is an ideal 
hospitality center for those who may go to the 
nation’s capitol with special concerns. It welcomes 
individual house guests whenever space is available, 
as low as $6 each for three and as luxurious as $20 
single. It is only five blocks from the Capitol and 
handy to the newly remodeled FCNL office build- 
ing. It can assist with introductions and provide 
comprehensive information—official directories, 
phone numbers, maps, bus routes, and even where 
to eat what you want and prices. 

George Brown, a Representative from Califor- 
nia, Says: 

“The programs of William Penn House reach 
more people, from all over America, with a pro- 
gram of peace education, than any similar pro- 
gram that I know of. It may be a more valuable 
education for those in government who partici- 
pate than those citizens who come to Washing- 
ton to learn. | have gained much from partici- 
pating in this work, and hope it continues.” 
Write William Penn House at 515 E. Capitol St., 

Washington, D.C. 20003, or phone (202) 543-5560. 
They will be delighted to see you! 
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Report of Arizona Half Yearly Meeting, 
Mingus Mountain Methodist Camp, 
October 9-11, 1981 


by Maude Ward, Phoenix Meeting 


Tempe Friends Meeting hosted the gathering. 
The setting, although somewhat primitive, was 
beautiful with cabins placed among the pines. 
There were rustic outdoor facilities as well as a 
building which housed adequate showers and 
toilet services. 

The meeting area was large and served as dining 
area as well as meeting room. Another building 
in process will provide bed rooms and a second 
meeting area. Future arrangements will also be 
more useful for handicapped persons. 

Arriving on Friday evening before dusk, most 
had brought an evening meal which could be en- 
joyed out of doors or before the fireplace. The 
evening was spent in registration, getting acquaint- 
ed and visiting with old friends. The camp super- 
intendent and his family were responsible for prep- 
aration of meals and each attender signed up to 
help set and clear tables. Food was well prepared 
and more than adequate. 

Saturday morning began with a period for wor- 
ship followed by excellent reports. Norma Price 
provided a written report on FWCC and made a 
strong appeal for financial support of this organi- 
zation which is the only international body for 
Friends. Dan Shaffer reported on FCNL, Frances 
McAllister on AFSC, Barbara Elfbrandt on AZ 
AFSC, and Carl Wallen on the AZ Ecumenical 
Council. 

Following reports attenders met in small groups 
according to individual concern. At that point, 
my primary concerns were Orme Dam alternatives 
and the Law of the Sea treaty, so I met with Dan 
Shaffer. 

After lunch several small groups formed to dis- 
cuss Elizabeth Watson’s pamphlet, “Let Their Lives 
Speak.” A number of individuals apparently were 
studying these women for the first time, or they 
were seeing them through new lights, and the dis- 
cussion led by Nancy Marshall (my group) point- 
ed out what it meant to live in a day when women 
were entirely dependent upon marriage and family. 

While the adults met in their various meetings 
and discussions, a network of childrens’ activities 
clicked along unobserved by those not involved 
with them. Children appeared at each meal, with 
the relaxed and happy demeanor of lovingly cared 
for people, and those who were with them for a 


few hours during the weekend were amply reward- 
ed by sharing in the exuberance, intensity, and 
energy of these healthy young Friends. 

Business Meeting convened at 3:30 p.m. and new 
officers nominated were: Mary Lou Coppock, 
clerk; Lou Jeanne Catlin, assistant clerk; Susan 
Walker, recording clerk; and Jane Scott, treasurer. 

There was much discussion about our place of 
meeting and, in general, there was agreement to 
have the fall meeting at the camp if Flagstaff Meet- 
ing, responsibie for the session, wished. 

The evening was spent in fellowship and singing 
but most retired early since several had walked to 
the lookout point and participated in other forms 
of exercise. 

The meeting opened on Sunday morning with 
a discussion based on an appeal of Concerned 
Members about an advertisement which appeared 
in Friends Journal, September 15, 1981. There 
were several different views as to what this meant 
and there was a great deal of discussion which varied 
from “hiding our light under a bushel” to becoming 
active seekers to enlarge the borders of Quakerdom. 


It was thought-provoking and, no doubt, carried 


over into private thoughts and plans for action. 

This session was followed by Meeting for Wor- 
ship and the noon meal which meant preparation 
for departure came after what seemed a very short 
time. 

Tod Wailen also shared pictures of his adven- 
ture on the Quaker Youth Pilgrimage this summer. 
[Excerpted from Phoenix Meeting Newsletter.] 


In the Field 
by Madge T. Seaver, San Francisco Meeting 


There are now two biographies of Thomas 
Merton. George Woodcock’s biography (1978) 
suffers from the fact that the biographer lacks relig- 
ious faith and commitment. Therefore, while he 
deals with Merton’s books with a writer’s percep- 
tions, the reader feels in Woodcock a coolness about 
Merton’s passionate love of God. Monica Furlong, 
on the other hand, understands Merton’s seeking 
and finding. Her biography, Merton, (1980) deals 
sensitively with the pathos of Merton’s loss of his 
mother when he was five and his father while he 
was in an English secondary school. Monica Fur- 
long makes it clear that it was Merton’s search for 
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a family as well as for the discipline and penance 
which took him to a Trappist monastery in 
Kentucky. 

Friends have reason to take an interest in 
Merton because of the fact that his mother some- 
times attended a Quaker Meeting while the family 
lived in Flushing, Long Island, prompting Tom to 
go to a Meeting for Worship early in his youthful 
religious search. I still wince when I remember his 
account in The Seven Storey Mountain of the speak- 
ing that Sunday morning which insured that he 
would never go again. It stretches the imagination 
to think what would have happened, both to Merton 
and to the Society of Friends, if the meaning of our 
worship had been adequately demonstrated that 
morning and if Merton had found his family, his 
discipline, and his penance among us. 


Letters 
Dear Friends, 


How ever can we thank each and all of you who 
continue to hold our family in prayer and in love? 
Since the beginning of Hank’s illness in December, 
through January’s brain surgery and now into the 
course of chemotherapy and radiation treatments, 
we have been, and are, upheld and blessed in our 
beloved community. We are thankful for excellent 
medical care in the tumor research program at the 
University of California Medical Center, and al- 
though Hank’s energies are somewhat lowered, he 
is handling therapy reasonably well. Your messages 
of all kinds renew our lives and our hope. 


Hank and Jeanne Lohmann 


Toward an Alternative Vision, An Open Letter 


To: A.F. Andersen 
Berkeley Meeting 


Dear Friend, 


Your Book Review (November, Bulletin) includ- 
ed references to the problem of how alternative 
structures might be developed by conscientious 
resisters to coercive dominance of political regimes. 
I write to share a few preliminary considerations 
relative to visualizing a humane public orderliness. 
(I use the word “humane” with no modifier because 
my dictionary says “humane denotes what may 
rightly be expected from mankind at its best; a 
humane enterprise or endeavor is one that is intend- 


ed to prevent or relieve suffering” Funk & Wagnalls, 
1936.) 

Before a humane public orderliness can be imag- 
ined, don’t we need an elemental and shared under- 
standing of how we daily add to the seductive 
powers of the mighty to oppress? Don’t we need 
to discern what we do and/or fail to do which 
facilitates the flow of goods and services out of 
the hands which produce and onto the laps of non- 
productive owners of privileges? Deeper than 
political preferences and intentions—to reform or 
“bring down” oppressive regimes—it appears to me 
that our economic behavior most effectively con- 
firms the faulty distribution we aspire to correct. 

The plea of the powerless for a voice in the cur- 
rent decisions which affect their lives omits con- 
siderations of decisions made hundreds and thou- 
sands of years ago. The seeds of current legalized 
inequities were sown and grew into established 
customs without benefit of forethought or debate 
or documentation. These customs, unarticulated 
in the assumed premises of common law, harder 
to amend than statutes or constitutions, are yet 
unquestioned by courts of law and other decision- 
makers. 

A central custom of this kind to which I would 
call your attention pertains to the evaluation of 
goods and services for purposes of division of work, 
compensations of workers, and exchange of prod- 
ucts. So far as I have learned evaluation has always 
been a subjective process. I feel that distribution 
of labor and distribution of access to natural 
resources will continue inequitable until an objec- 
tive means of measuring exchange-values shall be 
invented and publicly adopted. One such means 
has been invented, but has not been tested. 

You may feel that my emphasis on economic 
orderliness hardly speaks to your call for a vision 
of alternative political structures. I tend to assume 
that the principal function of political structures 
throughout history has been to maintain a sem- 
blance of public order while economic inequity 
prevails in the name of justice under law. Any 
governmental structure which fails to provide for 
radical changes in economic customs and/or for 
gradual and ultimate elimination of proprietary 
and monetary privileges (by means of which the 
many are kept under the domination of the few) 
must prove futile. 


In friendship, 


Wendal Bull, Lakeland W. Village 
Benton, KY 42025 
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Announcements 


Correction to Calendar: Willamette Quarterly 
Meeting has been changed to May 1 - 2 at the 4H 
Center in Salem. 


Addition to Calendar: Arizona Half-Yearly Meeting, 
March 27-28, Pima Meeting, host. Contact Barbara 
Elfbrandt for place, (602) 624-3024. 


Youth Group Coordinator Needed 


A part-time coordinator for the newly-formed 
Southern California Quarterly Meeting Jr./Sr. High 
Youth Group is sought. Contact Susanne Schmitt 
for details. (805) 964-2970, 5115 Evalita Lane, 
Santa Barbara, CA 93111. Deadline: April 10, 
1982. 


University Meeting Search 


Friends Center Committee is looking for one 
or two Friends to be the residents of Friends Center 
beginning in June, 1982. Interested persons need 
to meet these qualifications: 1) Be well-versed 
in Quakerism, 2) Be intimately involved in Meeting 
affairs, 3) Be flexible and able to accomodate to 
change and chaos. The job involves overseeing 
hospitality in two apartments in Quaker House, 
taking major responsibility for Sunday lunches, 
serving on the Friends Center Committee, and tak- 
ing a fair share of Committee responsibility. The 
position pays a monthly stipend of $150. 
Interested persons please contact Margaret Sorrel, 
(206) 323-7185, 521 - 19th E., Seattle, WA 98112. 


A Friends Conference on Religion and 
Psychology in Southern California 


“The Springs of Renewal,” a Conference Devoted 
to the Renewal of Life in a Time of Threat to our 
Earth 


We are threatened today as never before with 
annihilation. To live joyfully and triumphantly 
within the tension of this time requires strength 
and depth of soul. Ancient myths can provide 
one means of reaching profound, inarticulate 
experience of the life of the soul, from which we 
gain strength for the necessary commitment to the 
inner search and the outer struggle. In this week- 
end together, led by Betty Smith, we will explore 
the myths of Hermes, the guide of souls, and of 


Dionysus, a god of transformation. 

Betty Smith for the last several years has been 
leading seminars on mythology for the trainees of 
the C.G. Jung Institute in Los Angeles. She also 
conducts a private seminar on mythology called 
Poiesis, and has led three seminar tours in Greece. 
She taught courses in Philosophy at California 
Lutheran College and Mt. St. Mary’s College. She 
sees myth not only from a Jungian but also from 
an Existentialist perspective as ““Everyman’s 
Journey.” 

The conference will be held at Rancho del Cielo, 
Ramona, California, on April 16 - 18, 1982. 

Questions concerning registration should be 
addressed to Claire Paget, Registrar, 5651 Taft 
Ave., La Jolla, CA 92037, (714) 459-8164. The 
cost of the conference is $45.00 and the deadline 
for registration is March 21, 1982. The maximum 
number of participants that can be accommodated 
at Rancho del Cielo is 46. 


A New Meeting House for El Paso Friends 


E] Paso Friends have a new Meeting House at 
1020 E. Montana Ave. which has room enough 
for traveling Friends. Phone contact is Grace 
Nelson, (915) 592-3478. Blaine Nelson is Clerk. 
Meetings for Worship are held on First Days at 
10:00 a.m. Meetings for Business occur on the 
second Sunday of the month following Meeting 
for Worship and potluck. 


Memorial Minutes 
Elma Gregg Marshall 


Elma Marshall loved her family and friends extrav- 
agantly and, because she was such an affectionate, 
positive and interested person, she drew many 
friends, especially young people, into her home. 

Her love of new ideas and her willingness to look 
at life creatively kept her spirit and mind cheerful 
and youthful. She was innovative in her cooking 
and handcraft, took great joy in flowers and gar- 
dening and appreciated beauty, finding it every- 
where. 

All of her life Elma enjoyed taking trips, whether 
just to ride along on errands, or her travel to Europe 
and Australia, or her many journeys across the 
United States by car and by plane. Her open and 
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adventuresome spirit led her into many unusual 
experiences. As she developed her religious beliefs 
and explored the meaning of life, she came to the 
certainty that life is eternal and that, when the 
spirit leaves the body, it goes on to new adventures 
and learning. She was truly ready for this when 
she made her transition. 

Elma was born in Whittier, California, on July 
10, 1983, and died at home in Corvallis on October 
1, 1981. She was the oldest of the four children of 
Augustus Hugh and Mattie Wood Gregg, members 
of Whittier Monthly Meeting of Friends. She went 
to Whittier schools, graduated from Whittier 
College in 1916 with a major in Chemistry and 
spent a year at Santa Barbara Normal School study- 
ing Home Economics. In Whittier on October 18, 
1919, she married Harold David Marshall, son of 
Jesse Wilson and Anna White Marshall, also members 
of Whittier Friends Meeting. ' 

They lived in North Whittier Heights where they 
had orange, lemon, walnut and avocado orchards. 


After 1950 they began spending summers in Oregon, 


returning to Whittier for the winters. Harold 
Marshall died on May 29, 1970, and in 1971 Elma 
moved to Corvallis. She was a member of the 
Corvallis Friends Meeting, participating actively 

in the life of the Meeting, sharing her ideas and her 
many books and looking for the positive side in 

any situation. She loved to sing with other members 
at Meeting and often quoted poetry in Meeting. 
Even in her last illness she wanted to make sure 

that her visitors felt welcomed and warmed. 

Her daughters are Mildred Burck of Corvallis, 
Mary Alice Reed of Storrs, CT, and Esther Morgan 
of Santa Rosa, CA, and her son is Alan Marshall of 
Sydney, Australia. Her grandchildren are Gordon 
and Roger Burck, Ellen B. Looney, Michael Azel- 
tine, Nancy Reed, Randall. Karen and Jeffrey 
Morgan and Stephen and Thomas Marshall. Her 
great grandchildren are Troy and Jeremy Looney. 


Lois Mae Handsaker 


A member of Sacramento Meeting since 1942, 
Lois Handsaker died November 15, 1981, at the age 
of 77. The Meeting held a memorial Meeting for 
Worship November 29. We were greatly moved 
during the meeting. Older Friends recalled how 
Lois had been the first Quaker they met when they 
first attended Friends’ meeting. She had been the 
mentor and support of younger colleagues at the 


State Personnel Board. Her friends recalled her as 

a remarkable travel companion and discoverer of 

a good small hotel in Paris. Her family remembered 
her early years. 

Lois was born in Jamaica, where her parents 
were serving as Congregational missionaries. She 
graduated from Reed College, received her Master’s 
degree in social work from the University of 
Chicago, and did graduate study at Bryn Mawr. 

She had a distinguished career in professional social 
work, wrote for professional journals, and came to 
Sacramento to develop civil service standards and 
examinations for the state when California began 
to employ large numbers of social workers. 

Her life exemplified the union of religious fer- 
vor and social passion which transformed the lives 
of many Christians early in this century. When she 
became associated with Friends, she worked for 
the American Friends Service Committee on hur- 
ricane relief and became a lifelong supporter and 
worker for the AFSC, the Friends Committee on 
Legislation, and other Friends’ causes. Before there 
were any peace marches in the sixties, she was ap- 
prehended during the picketing of the local Post 
Office to protest the use of income taxes for war. 
During her last years she struggled to maintain her- 
self in her own home until the first Friends Associ- 
ation for Services to the Elderly facilities would be 
available. 

She served the Meeting as clerk, clerk of 
Ministry and Counsel, librarian, teacher, and at 
various times in nearly every task there was. 

Lois’ uncompromising positions were not always 
easy to live with. For several years she and some 
other Sacramento Friends worshipped separately 
in her home in order not to hurt others in the Meet- 
ing who were uncomfortable with the introduction 
of extended Bible reading and strong expressions of 
charismatic religious fervor into the meeting for 
worship. This is still a painful memory, though we 
may begin to appreciate the tension as something 
which the Meeting, and perhaps the whole religious 
community, must deal with as we grow. 

During her long years of illness, few in Meeting 
any longer knew Lois except as one who tenaciously 
resisted entering a nursing home. Even in illness 
she was almost legendary. Confined at one time in 
a nursing home, she noticed unsanitary practices; 
immediately, she called a cab and went home. 

Lois’ life, we found when she was gone, is remark- 
ably symbolic as our Meeting continues to live and 
struggle with the religious and social passion which 
pioneers like Lois have handed on to us. 
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Vital Statistics 


Births: Sara Jolean Wolcott, daughter of Diane 
Lee Mastin Wolcott and Robert Kent, Palo Alto 
Meeting, was born August 3, 1981 and was welcom- 
ed as a junior member by Palo Alto Meeting in a 
Meeting for Blessing on January 16, 1982. 


Alice Coppock, daughter of Roger and 
Gloria Coppock, Phoenix Meeting, was born 
September 28, 1981. 


Keri Maryn Gordon, daughter of Martha 
Thomas and Lyn Gordon, Multmomah Meeting, 
was born November 27, 1981. 


Peter Hopkins Keeler, son of Robert 
Keeler and Sally Hopkins, Multnomah Meeting, 
was born November 28, 1981. 


Lyra Harris, daughter of Linda and Paul 
Harris, Davis Meeting, was born January 3, 1982. 


Gwynedd Leslie Gilman-Frederick , 
daughter of Melody Gilman and Lew Frederick, 
Multnomah Meeting, was born January 7, 1982. 


Ryan Oliver Ryder, son of Cynthia and 
Oliver Ryder, La Jolla Meeting, was born January 
10, 1982. 


Zachary Christopher Magnani Moon, son 
of Laura Magnani and Eric Moon, Berkeley Meeting, 
was born January 24, 1982. 


Daniel Stratton Jaquette, son of Maureen 
and Stratton Jaquette, Palo Alto Meeting, was born 
January 28, 1982. 


Celebration of Commitment: Margaret Sorrel and 
Dorsey Green, under the care of University Meeting, 
November 25, 1981. 


Marriages: Susan Anderson and Peter Lynd Warren 
were married under the care of Pima Meeting, April 
18, 1981. 


Muriel MacDonald and Richard Ogelsbee 
were married under the care of Palo Alto Meeting, 
January 9, 1982. 


Jeanie Gaughen and Peter Stonestrom 
were married under the care of Palo Alto Meeting, 
February 13, 1982. 


Karen Lohmann and Joe Tougas were 
married at San Francisco Meeting, February 28, 1982. 


Deaths: Elma Gregg Marshall, member of Corvallis 
Meeting, died October 1, 1981. A Memorial Meeting 
was held October 17, 1981, at Corvallis Meeting 
House. (See Memorial Minute this issue.) 
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Lois Mae Handsaker, member of Sacramento 
Meeting, died November 15, 1981. (See Memorial 
Minute this issue.) 


Doris Kelling, member of Boulder Meeting 
(CO), died in mid-November, 1981. A Memorial 
Meeting was held at Boulder Meeting House, 
November 22, 1981. 


Recovering from surgery: Robert Schutz, former 
Friends Bulletin editor, is making a good recovery 
at home following successful major surgery on 
January 22. We send our loving greetings to Bob 
with appreciation for his many contributions to the 
lives of Friends. 


Readers of Phyllis Thompson’s poem, 
‘“Ygedrasil,” (published in Friends Bulletin, 
January 1982 issue) may wish to know that 
the poem is part of her book, What the 
Land Gave, published in the Quarterly 


Review of Literature Poetry Series III, 
available for $10 from editor Renee Weiss, 

26 Haslet Ave., Princeton, New Jersey 08540. 
‘“Yoodrasil” was dedicated to Neil Abercrom- 
bie, Tom Gill, Jean King, and Patsy Mink— 
statesmen and stateswomen of Hawaii. 


